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Honorable J. James Exon
United States Senator
281 Federal Building
100 Centennial Mall North
Lincoln, Nebraska 68508

Dear Senator Exon:
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This is in reply to your letter of February'3, 1993. in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235. 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
propo~es comprehensive changes to the Commission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Those rules have been in place for over 20 years. While they have been
amended on numerous occasions since that time. they nonetheless embody
regulatory concepts based on yesteryear's technology and. unless changed. will
stifle the growth and development of private land mobile radio technology and
services, which are used primarily by local governments. public safety
entities, and businesses to enhance their productivity. The Commission issued
the Notice. therefore. to solicit comment from all interested persons on a
wide variety of proposals designed to increase channel capacity, to promote·
more efficient use of these channels s and to simplify the rules governing use
of these channels.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice. however. are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. To this end, some of the
critical issues that must be resolved relate to channel spacing. the amount of
time provided to users to convert to new technical standards, how the 300 to
500 percent increase in channel capacity should be licensed, how the rules
should be written to provide users technical flexibility, and whether the
current nineteen radio services should be consolidated and, if so, how. I
have enclosed for your information a copy of that part of the Notice that
describes the numerous proposals.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our· proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIc operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

No. Of Capesree.m.1
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Honorable J. James Exon 2.

We are. of course. sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and Ric hobbyists. We will, therefore. take into
careful consideration all their comments. Your constituents' concerns will be
fully evaluated when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As indicated
in the Notice. we remain
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The Honorable James Exon
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

January 14, 1993

93 JAN 19 PH 12: I ,

Dear Senator Exon,

I have just learned about the new proposed rules under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). This proposed rule change is
designated PR Docket 92-235. Hidden in this document is a section that will very
adversely impact not only myself but many of my fellow hobbyists.

I build and fly radio controlled model airplanes. We currently have assigned
frequencies in the 72 and 76 MHz range of the radio spectrum!';iThe proposed
new rules will intersperse four new frequencies between each~f our present
channels. There is already one commercial channel· between each of our hobby
frequencies. The addition of the new frequencies will make a1lof our present
equipment obsolete. One of the equipment manufacturers has estimated that to
meet the new requirements will result in at least a three-fold increase in the cost
of our equipment. The equipment is already expensive and tripling the price of it
would put our hobby out of the reach of many of the current hobbyists.

Please understand that our planes may weigh as much as 40-50 Ibs., and may
reach speeds of over 100 mph. These are not toys, but real planes that are
simply smaller than any of us could ride in. The proposed rule changes would
allow such loose frequency tolerances that someone on the new channels could
slop over into one of our frequencies. This could cause loss of control of our
aircraft; even a slow, light plane could inflict much damage to a person or to
someone's property.

One of our primary concerns as a hobby has been the safety of our members
and of the general public. I am truly concerned that not only will these proposed
new rules lead to the loss of aircraft but will result in the injury of someone.

We do have a number of young members in our club at the present time and the
cost of the equipment needed to function under these rules, if even available,
would be prohibitive for them. Our hobby teaches these young people the basics
of aerodynamics. in addition it teaches them discipline and patience. It would be
a tragedy for these young people to loose such an educational experience.

I hope that you are able to assist in stopping this destruction of our hobby.

K'aJ~~
IODd- S/ '0 v y L..A/V~

/'tAJrf~ r?/.ri1h'~ ~~t/6. 69/t;;/ Robert Buck
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1513 No. Sherman
North Platte, ne
Jan. 15, 1993

Dear sir:

I was involved in <tl'tl aDIEI~' nr.·; 11'\ '-uears ago and had to take a less
t

' ..',J uRn b f\11 r ,,,.
s renuous Job at work an e less actively involved in theBoy Scouts
of America program of which I was involved for about 30 years.
I now enjoy the hobby of flying Model Airplanes for about 2 years.
Our club has about 45 members.

I ask you Attention and Help in resolving a problem that could
adversely effect thousands) if not many thousands) if it is not resolvec
in a responsible manner.

The item is PR-Docket 92-235. If this is put i~to place it could cost
me about 3 times as much to fly airplanes. I hope to continue in this
hobby and would be forced to giv.e it up. I will "be awaiting your
reply and hope you will consider this something you will look into.

1l"1
I am "ery concerned about proposed rules that are currenqi!tmder consideration by the

Federal Communications Commission (FCCl. The proceeding i(~~Docket 92-235. If adopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usabillty of frequencies curr~Y.lassigned for model use and
increase the risk of acddents and attendant liability for controllirlgZDJ.odel airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz baDd:~This band is primarU" used
for private land mobile dispatch operations. However. our radiocl:ritrol frequenclts In thi" hand

. are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we hav~been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other. .... ,""

No\\' the FCC wants to create more lund mobile frcqucncles;'1) .' spUttlng them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land~obile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio cOntrol operation~. ram told
that ur lilt: SO Cn:quelidt:S tha.l are presently available f()t tadl() contl'oJ of model airplanes. only
19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

. \Vhen we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we 10 to great lengths to assure tbe
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of pro~·. l\fany of our safety
precautions Involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies Is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies
will become congested and the margin of safet}' will be greatl~· decreased.

Please understand that man)' model·airplanes have wina spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often ny·our models at organize:d e:ve:lilS i.ld
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use ot our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve tbe operating conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio conttol modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment. The hobby provides man~' hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the ad,'ancement and development of the commercial aviation industry,

PI~e help me continue tbe safe enjoyment of my pastime by Dot allowing the FCC to calT)'
uul ib proJ>U!!Ials for the 72-76 !\fH:t. baud,

Sincerel)', . .' 'f. ' •.

(A/ ~ >-;; II



The Honorable JaIreS Exon
United States Senate
\'iashington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Exon:

93 JAN 26 PH 5: 32, ".'

Jan~l 22, 1993

I have dreamed of flying ever since my earliest merrories. Recently,
I was able to fulfill n:y dream in tr..e area of radio control flying. Hy
dream could be jeopardized due to a recent rules proposal by the Federal
Ccmnunications Ccmnision (FCC). 'I am employed as a police officer and
contrary to popular belief, I am not rich. If t.lJe proposed rules pass,
the expense involved in my dream could increase sharply. This increase
in expense could rip my drear. from my very grasp.

The rules proposal is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
\o,~d greatly reduce t."le usable frequencies currently assigned for trDdel
use and dranatically increase the risk of accidents and attemant liability
for controlling Irodel aircraft.

lola as builders go to great extents during building and flying these
mac.lti.nes to ensure the maximum of safety for spectators and pilots as well.
The net" frequency allocations, as I understand, are for Irobile custaner usage
that could l:e capable of overri.di.nq our transnitters and' could have disasterous
results. I am told that of the 50-frequencies currently available for m:del
aircraft, only 19 frequencies \toOlld remain available if these net... rules are
adopted. Bot; of my radios, valued at about $200 each, fall within the affected
31 freauencies. This dollar am::mnt neither includes the cost of It¥ planes
nor the arrount of time spent building them.

I am a manber of a local RIC flying club that 'has nearly 40 Ir1E!'Cbers,
each of~ CMI1S at least b.o aircraft. OUr organization., as \o~ll as others,
go to great lengths to prevent the possibility of property damage or personal
injuries fran these aircraft. Please consider that these aircraft can have
",lingspans of over 10 feet with \\aghts of around 30 to 40 ];X>unds. Si.rrp1e
laws of m::mentum relate the daIraqe possible with these aircraft flying in
excess of 100 miles per oour should radio interference be introduced.

I don't believe that it is \-lise of the FCC to seek inprovements of the
operating conditions of land nobile radio users at the expense of the radio
control enthusiast. 'This hobby provides many hours of enjoyment for the
builders, fliers, and spectators alike. As a police officer, I can assure
you that I have seen It'any llDre serious "hobbies" undertaken by the youth
of the ccmnunity. RiC flying prarotes discipline and respect for others
property. Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of It¥ pastime by
not al1ov.'ing the FCC to carry out its pro!X'sals for the 72-76 Mhz band.

5;:;;;'41
Craig L. DaQ
1904 Hest 5th
North Platte, NE 69101
(308) -532-8268



Senator J. James Exon
1623 Farnam #700
Omaha, Nebraska 68102

Re: FCC Proposed Rule Change

Dear Senator Exon:

Jan. 30, 1993

I am writing to ask you to look into a matter which threatens the
safety and existence of the flying of radio controlled model aircraft, a
recreation enjoyed by thousands of enthusiasts. currently, the Federal
Communications Commission, through a NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE KAKING­
NPBM - PR DOCKET 92-235 proposes to invade the 72 and 75 megahertz
frequencies which are currently allotted to radio control use, and permit
Land Mobile Service (cellular phones) to operate in between our current
channel frequencies (and using much more powerful signals). This will
result in radio wave interference from the radio bands being too close
together, as well as being obliterated by the more powerful signals. Our
airplanes will be out of control due to the interference.

The radio control hobby has operated for many years on these
frequencies assigned by the FCC, and we have spaced our channels as close
together in frequency as the radio industry considers safe. If new radio
frequency use is permitted between our channels, we will lose control
over our aircraft, and would· pose a very significant danger to the
public, from an airplane crashing out of control. Our particUlar flying
facility is located in the City Park at Standing Bear Lake in Omaha,
Nebraska. This park has many other members of the public also using
recreational facilities, who would then be in danger.

I have over a $1,000 invested in radio equipment that would be
rendered not only useless, but dangerous, if this FCC proposed rule
change is adopted. I would respectfully ask you to look into this and
oppose this change for reasons of safety and preventing financial waste
by rendering my equipment dangerous and useless. Cellular phone signals
have poor frequency control, and spillover to adjacent frequencies .

•
Please help me save the investment I have already made in radio

equipment and enjoyment of the hobby. We also wish to maintain safety as
a benchmark of our hobby and not pose a danger to anyone. Please note
that the comments on the proposed rule change must be filed by February
26, 1993, and we would ask you to make a formal filing of opposition to
this frequency use change.

I want to thank you for your help on this matter.

JUD AND MONA BOCK
SPENCERS MT.
R.R. #1, BOX 30

HONEY CREEK, lA 51542

Yours sincerely,

Dc6~

Judson !) Bock
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Senator J. James Exon
1623 Farnam #700
Omaha, Nebraska 68102

Re: FCC Proposed Rule Change

Dear Senator Exon:

I am writing to ask you to look into a matter which threatens the
safety and existence of the flying of radio controlled model aircraft, a
recreation enjoyed by thousands of enthusiasts. Currently, the Federal
Communications commission, through a NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAIqNG­
NPP,H - PR DOCKET 92-235 proposes to invade the· 72 and 75 megahertz
frequencies which are currently allotted to radio control use, and permit
Land Mobile service (cellular phones) to operate in between our current
channel frequencies (and using much more powerful signals). This will
result in radio wave interference from the radio bands being too close
together, as well as being obliterated by the more powerful signals. Our
airplanes will be out of control due to the interference.

The radio control hobby has operated for many years on these
frequencies assigned by the FCC, and we have spaced our channels as close
together in frequency as the radio industry considers safe. If new radio
frequency use is permitted between our channels, we will lose control
over our aircraft, and would· pose a very significant danger to the
public, from an airplane crashing out of control. ~ur particular flying
facil i ty is located in the city Park at Standing Bear Lake in Omaha,
Nebraska. This park has many other members of the public also using
recreational facilities, who would then be in danger.

I have over a $1,000 invested in radio equipment that would be
rendered not only useless, but dangerous, if this FCC proposed rule
change is adopted. I would respectfully ask you to look into this and
oppose this change for reasons of safety and preventing financial waste
by rendering my equipment dangerous and useless. Cellular phone signals
have poor frequency control, and spillover to adjacent frequencies.

Please help me save the investment I have already made in radio
equipment and enjoYment of the hobby. We also wish to maintain safety as
a benchmark of our hobby and not pose a danger to anyone. Please note
that the comments on the proposed rule change must be filed by February
26, 1993, and we would ask you to make a formal filing of opposition to
this frequency use change.

I want to thank you for your help on this matter.

Yours sincerely,
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The Honorable James Exon
United States Senate
Washington, D.C.

Dear Senator Exon:

I am very concerned with the new FCC PR Docket 92-235 that
is under consideration. I am very active in radio controlled
model airplanes. I am secretary treasurer of our local chapter
and an American Modeler Association member. I love to design,
build and fly model airplanes. I have one plane which weighs up
to 20 lbs. and flys at 150 mph.

Because of this I sold my business and went to work as
a manager of a hobby shop that specializes in RIC. If the new
FCC rule PR Oo~ket 92-235 is passed it will render $800.00 of my
radio equipment unusable. No one in our club" will be able to
fly safely. It will be hazardous to our spectators and to
public property.

As of present we go to great lengths for safety. This
includes other pilots, spectators and the property we lease.
By splitting the frequencies into a narrower handwidths this will
make flying very hazardous. The new land mobile frequencies
won1t have the flight technical specifications that our radio
manufactures have to abide by. They will have the power
to override our signals.

The radio control hobby is a multi-million dollar industry
that is growing daily. Our club membership has trippled in just
two years. We have all ages and people from grade school to
doctors and policemen. Many people that love to fly cannot afford
to fly a real full size airplane. On the otherhand can you picture
a model you have worked on for six months to a year to build and
then see it crash due to radio interference. I personally have
one plane I designed that took three years from the drawing board
to building and flying it. Enclosed is a picture of one of the
planes that could be ruined if the PR Docket 92-235 is passed.

We have senior citizens on a fixed income and also children
that use their allowance for their hobby. This is not a cheap
hobby to get into. It takes a lot of time and investment. If the
FCC is allowed to carry out it proposals for the 72-76 MH2 band,
all this will be lost. Please help us continue the safety and enjoyment
of our pastime.

")~\ "\ <11\ \-t"
I-I ! -> £ bTl'
~~~--r-h rJ!tit{ AJ r,;

Sin<;erely YOJJrs,;"
-c·J~· C 4 .... ·-.:­

Stanl ey C Smith



February 1, 1993

Honorable J. James Exon
Room 287 Federal Bldg.
100 Centennial Mall North
Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Senator Exon,

I am a modeler ot radio controlled
airplanes wbo has enjoyed the hobby for
most of my llfe. I am very concerned about
the proposed new rules that are under
consideratlon by the Federal Oommunlcations
Oommlsslon--PR Dooket 92-235. Thenew
rUl,a.wll1 reduce tbe usability of the
frequencies now assigned tor model use
and tbis would Increase the risk ot
accidents and llabillty for oontrolling
tbe model alrplanes.

Many of our safety precautions involve
the careful ooordination and use of the
radio control frequenoies. If the number
of usable frequencies is diminished, the
remain1ng frequencies will oeoome congested
and the margin of safety w1l1 be greatly
decreased.

Please belp me oontinue the safe
enjoyment of my lifelong hobby by a2!
allowing the FOC to carry out its
proposals for reducing the 60 frequenoies
now in use by modelers to 19.

~el7';,v.~
oeeph H. Mock

1718 Janssen Dr.
Lincoln, NE 68506



Dr. &Mrs. Patrick M Malone
5006 S. 171st Circle

Omaha, Nebraska 68135-1407

February I, 1993

Senator 1. James Exon
1623 Farnam #700
Omaha, Nebraska 68102

Re: FCC Proposed Rule Change

Dear Senator Exon,

"
I am writing concerning a matter which threatens the safety and existence ofthef1.~gof radio
controlled model aircraft, a recreation enjoyed by thousands ofenthusiasts. Th~'~eral
Communications Commission, through NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE~g;-NPRM ­
PR DOCKET 92-235, is proposing to invade the 72 and 75 megahertz frequenci~~'~at are
currently allotted to radio control use, and permit Land Mobile Service (cellularp~()pes) to
operate between our current channel frequencies, using much more powerful sign#J~~ This will
result in radio wave interference from the radio bands being too close together, ~:.well as being
obliterated by the more powerful signals. Our airplanes will be out ofcontrol due'io the
interference.

The radio control hobby has operated for many years on these frequencies ~gt1~ by the FCC,
and we have spaced our channels as close together in frequency as the radio induStry considers
safe. If new radio frequency use is permitted between our channels, we will lose control over our
aircraft, and would pose a very significant danger to the public, from an airplane crashing out of
control. Our particular flying facility is located in the City Park at Standing Bear Lake in Omaha,
Nebraska. This park has many other members of the public also using recreational facilities, who
would then be in danger. Typically, when I fly my planes, I notice a great number ofpeople
observing the planes from seats provided for that purpose. Quite often the observers outnumber
the flyers, and include a great number ofwomen and children. The planes flying can weigh up to
55 pounds and some special aircraft can exceed 200 miles per hour. Can you imagine what would
happen if one were to crash into the seating area because somebody drove by using a cellular
phone?

I, and all of my fellow club members, go to a great deal of trouble to make sure that we can fly
safely, without endangering ourselves or others. We all have a great deal oftime and money
invested in this sport. Personally, every bit of radio equipment I own has been inspected and
updated in the last year or so, in order to make it safer to fly without radio interference.
However, the proposed rule change, ifit is adopted, would render that equipment not only
useless, but dangerous.

Please help us save the investment we have in radio equipment and the enjoyment of the sport.
We also wish to maintain safety as a benchmark for the sport and not pose a danger to anyone.



Avoiding the rule change may cause some inconvenience and/or more work to improve the
cellular phones. but isn't it worth the effort to avoid endangering people? I think so. and I believe
most people will agree.

Sincerely.

Dr. Patrick M. Malone

C0000003.DOC



Senator J. James Exon
1623 Farnam #700
omaha, Nebraska 68102

Re: FCC Proposed Rule Change

Dear Senator Exon:

I am writing to ask you to look into a matter which threatens the.
safety and existence of the flying of radio controlled model aircraft, a
recreation enjoyed by thousands of enthusiasts. currently, the Federal
Communications Commission, through a - NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING­
NPBM - PR DOCKET· 92-235 proposes to invade the 72 and 75 megahertz
frequencies which are currently allotted to radio ~ontrol use, and permit
Land Mobile Service (cellular phones) to operate in between our current
channel frequencies (and using much more powerful signals). This will
result in radio wave interference from the radio bands being too close
together, as well as being obliterated by the more powerful signals. Our
airplanes will be out of control due to the interference.

The radio control hobby has operated for many years on these
frequencies assigned by the FCC, and we have spaced our channels as close
together in frequency as the radio industry considers safe. If new radio
frequency use is permitted· be~ween our channels, we will lose control
over our aircraft, and would pose a very significant danger to the
pUblic, from an airplane crashing out of control. bur particular flying
facility is located in the City Park at Standing Bear Lake in Omaha,
Neb~aska. This park has many other members of the public also using
recreational facilities, who would then be in danger.

I have over a $1,000 invested in radio equipment that would be
rendered not only useless, but dangerous, if this FCC proposed rule
change is adopted. I would respectfully ask you to look into this and
oppose this change for reasons of safety and preventing financial waste
by rendering my equipment dangerous and useless. Cellular phone signals
have poor frequency control, and spillover to adjacent frequencies.

Please help me save the investment I have already made in radio
equipment and enjoYment of the hobby. We also wish to maintain safety as
a benchmark of our hobby and not pose a danger to anyone. Please note
that the comments on the proposed rule change must be filed by February
26, 1993, and we would ask you to make a formal filing of opposition to
thi~ frequency use change.

I want to thank you for your help on this matter.

Jeffrey L
-10212 K • JaCobs
~maha NrEug Avenue

, 68124

Yours sincerely,

Jeffrey L. Jacobs
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Senator J. James Exon
1623 Farnam #700
Omaha, Nebraska 68102

Re: FCC Proposed Rule Change

Dear Senator Exon:

I am writing to ask you to look into a matter which threatens the
safety and existence of the flying ot radio controlled model aircraft, a
recreation enj oyed by thousands of enthusiasts. currently, the Federal
Communications Commission, through a NOTICE QF PRQPOSED RULE KAKING­
NfRM - PH DOCKET 92-235 proposes to invade the 72 and ,75 megahertz
frequencies which are currently allotted to radio control use, and permit
Land Mobile Service (cellular phones) to operate in between our current
channel frequencies (and using much more powerful signals). This will
result in radio wave interference from the radio bands being too close
together, as well as being obliterated by the more powerful signals. Our
airplanes will be out of control due to the interference.

The radio control hobby has operated for many years on these
frequencies assigned by the FCC, and we have spaced our channels as close
together in frequency as the radio industry considers safe. If new radio
frequency use is permitted between our channels, we will lose control
over our aircraft, and would' pose a very significant danger to the
public, from an airplane crashing out of control. ~ur particular flying
facility is located in the city Park at Standing Bear Lake in Omaha,
Nebraska. This park has many other members of the public also using
recreational facilities, who would then be in danger.

I have over a $1,000 invested in radio equipment that would be'
rendered not only useless, but dangerous, if this FCC proposed rule
change is adopted. I would respectfully ask you to look into this and
oppose this change for reasons of safety and preventing financial waste
by rendering my equipment dangerous and useless. Cellular phone signals
have poor frequency control, and spillover to adjacent frequencies.

Please help me save the investment I have already made in radio
equipment and enjoyment of the hobby. We also wish to maintain safety as
a benchmark of our hobby and not pose a danger to anyone. Please note
that the comments on the proposed rule change must be filed by February
26, 1993, and we would ask you to make a formal filing of opposition to
this frequency use change.

I want to thank you for your help on this matter.

Y?lurs sincerely,

!t,~~~ r:~--



John R. Cermak
Parts Craft Civlslon
D1strict Sales Manager
250S North 142nd St
Omaha. HE 68164

Senator J. James Exon
1623 Farnam #700
Omaha, Nebraska 68102

Re: FCC Proposed Rule Change

Dear Senator Exon:

I am writing to ask you to look into a matter which threatens the
safety and existence of the flying of radio controlled model aircraft, a
recreation enjoyed by thousands of enthusiasts. CUrrently, the Federal
Communications Commission, through a NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE KAKING­
NPBM - PH DOCKET 92-235 proposes to invade the 72 and 75 megahertz
frequencies which are currently allotted to radio control use, and permit
Land Mobile Service (cellular phones) to operate in between our current
channel frequencies (and using much more powerful signals). This will
result in radio wave interference from the radio bands being too close
together, as well as being obliterated by the more powerful signals. Our
airplanes will be out of control due to the interference.

The radio control hobby has operated for many years on these
frequencies assigned by the FCC, and we have spaced our channels as close
together in frequency as the radio industry considers safe. If new radio
frequency use is permitted between our channels, we will lose control
over our aircraft, and would' pose a very significant danger to the
pUblic, from an airplane crashing out of control. Our particular flying
facility is located in the City Park at Standing Bear Lake in Omaha,
Nebraska. This park has many other members of the public also using
recreational facilities, who would then be in danger.

I have over a $1,000 invested in radio equipment that would be
rendered not only useless, but dangerous, if this FCC proposed rule
change is adopted. I would respectfully ask you to look into this and
oppose this change for reasons of safety and preventing financial waste
by rendering my equipment dangerous and useless. Cellular phone signals
have poor frequency control, and spillover to adjacent frequencies.

Please help me save the investment I have already made in radio
equipment and enjoyment of the hobby. We also wish to maintain safety as
a benchmark of our hobby and not pose a danger to anyone. Please note
that the comments on the proposed rule change must be filed by February
26, 1993, and we would ask you to make a formal filing of opposition to
this frequency use change.

I want to thank you for your help on this matter.

Yours sincerely,
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Senator J. James
1623 Farnam #700
Omaha. Nebraska

E}'~Qn

68102

Dear Senator Exon:

I am writing in regard to a matter which will have tremendous
impact upon a hobby that I have been involved with for
appro:dmately 20 years now. The hobby I speak)of is radio
control model aviation and the matter is a proposed~rule change
by the FCC (PR DOCKET 92-235). This rule change would allow the
insertion of frequencies to be used by cellular phc:u1es between
the ones now designated for model aircraft use (th~ 72 and 75
megahertz bands). These cellular phone transmitte~s would be
operating at appro:dmately five times the output of the
transmitters we use. Combine this with the close.~:pr::;oximity of
the frequencies and we have a situation where our ~~~io control
equipment would be rendered dangerous and thereforeun~sable.

" .
The model aircraft radio environment has always been subject to
rigid tolerances with regar-d to the radio equipment ·we use. This

~: ~:it~~~l ~:t~~~~r ~~ m~~:ta~~t;~es~~:~~~t~:lt~~~t:b~ft~:;:
effort and money to build an RIC model airc;raft. It is not
uncommon for a modeler to have $1000 or more invested in
equipment and aircraft. This intrusion by the cellular phone
industry would do irreparable damage to the many thousands who
enjoy this hobby.

We~ involved in the hobby. ask your help in this matter. We ask
that you please make a formal filing of opposition to this
frequency use change. Please note that any action must be taken
prior to February 26. 1993.

Thank you for your help.

YC:lu.rs ·si ncerel y.

"John Haas
(402) 333-4006
15909 Cedar Circle
Omaha. NE 68130



Senator J. James Exon
1623 Farnam #700
omaha, Nebraska 68102

Re: FCC Proposed Rule Change

Dear Senator Exon:
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I am writing to ask you to look into a matter which threatens the
safety and existence of the flying of radio controlled model aircraft, a
recreation enjoyed by thousands of enthusiasts. currently, the Federal
Communications Commission, through a NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE HAKING­
NPRK - PR DOCKET 92-23 5 proposes to invade the 72 and 75 megahertz
frequen9ies which are currently allotted to radio control use, and permit
Land Mobile Service (cellular phones) to operate in between our current
channel frequencies (and using much more powerful signals). This will
result in radio wave interference from the radio bands being too close
together, as well as being obliterated by the more powerful signals. Our
airplanes will be out of control due to the interference.

The radio control hobby has operated for many years on these
frequencies assigned by the FCC, and we have spaced our channels as close
together in frequency as the radio industry considers safe. If new radio
frequency use is permitted between our channels, we will lose control
over our aircraft, and would' pose a very significant danger to the
pUblic, from an airplane crashing out of control. bur particular flying
facility is located in the City Park at Standing Bear Lake in Omaha,
Nebraska. This park has many other members of the public also using
recreational facilities, who would then be in danger.

I have over a $1,000 invested in radio equipment that would be
rendered not only useless, but dangerous, if this FCC proposed rule
change is adopted. . I would respectfully ask you to look into this and
oppose this change for reasons of safety and preventing finan.:;ial waste
by rendering my equipment \dangerous and useless. Cellular phone signals
have poor frequency control, and spillover to adjacent frequencies.

Please help me save the investment I have already made in radio
equipment and enjoYment of the hobby. We also wish to maintain safety as
a benchmark of our hobby and not pose a danger to anyone. Please note
that the comments on the proposed rule change must be filed by February
26, 1993, and we would ask you to make a formal filing of opposition to
this frequency use change.

I want to thank you for your help on this matter.

LLOVD&HfNRIETTA SCHUtTl".
6032 SPAULDING Sf _
OMAHA, Nf. 68104 . " ,.':.

."-.~'~-,-..._--.... ,-y,. "~' - '"

"'---c:._

Yours sincerely,

.Y/7//Y!~'£-F
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'CORY AND NANCY BON8EU.
11M N. MIRD AVE.

OMAHA. HI 881M
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Senator J. James Exon
1623 Farnam #700
Omaha, Nebraska 68102

Re: FCC Proposed Rule Change

Dear Senator Exon:

I am writing to ask you to look into a matter which threatens the
safety and existence of the flying of radio controlled model aircraft, a
recreation enjoyed by thousands of enthusiasts. Currently, the Federal
Communications Commission, through a NOTICE OF·· PROPOSED RULE MAIQ;NG­
NPRH - PR DOCKET 92-235 proposes to invade thef~72 and 75 megahertz
frequencies which are currently allotted to radio control use, and permit
Land Mobile Service (cellular phones) to operate in'between our current
channel frequencies (and using much more powerfuI+signals). This will
result in radio wave interference from the radio bands being too close
together, as well as being obliterated by the more powerful signals. Our
airplanes will be out of control due to the interference.

The radio control hobby has operated for~many years on these
frequencies assigned by the FCC, and we have spacedequr channels as close
together in frequency as the radio industry considers safe. If new radio
frequency use is permitted between our channels ,"~*,~e will lose control
over our aircraft, and would' pose a very significant danger to the
public, from an airplane crashing out of control. ~Our particUlar flying
facility is located in the City Park at standing Bear Lake in Omaha,
Nebraska. This park has many other members of the public also using
recreational facilities, who would then be in danger.

I have over a $1,000 invested in radio equipment that would be
rendered not only useless, but dangerous, if this FCC proposed rule
change is adopted. I would respectfully ask you to look into this and
oppose this change for reasons of safety and preventing financial waste
by rendering my equipment dangerous and useless. Cellular phone signals
have poor frequency control, and spillover to adjacent frequencies.

Please help me save the investment I have already made in radio
equipment and enjoyment of the hobby. We also wish to maintain safety as
a benchmark of our hobby and not pose a ~anger to anyone. Please note
that the comments on the proposed rule change must be filed by February
26. 1993, and we would ask you to make a formal filing of opposition to
this frequency use change.

I want to thank you for your help on this matter.


